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ministration will meet on Tuesday, 
May 1. 1984, at 9:30 aja„ in 8R-301. 
Russell Building, to oonddo' pending 
legislative and admioistraUTe bustoeas. 

Tbe following items on the oommtt- 
tee’s legb^ive agenda are scheAiled 
f<H* markup: An original bin to author- 
ize aimropriationa for the Federal 
Election Commission for fiscal year 
1985; 8. 2556, to authorize appropria- 
tions for the American Folkllfe Center 
of the Library of Congress for fiscal 
years 1985 through 1989; 8. 3418, to 
authorize ttm coostructkm of the li- 
brary of Congrem Mass Book DeacMH- 
fiestioa Facility; an original resolution 
to autoorize the purchase of TJ.S. Cap- 
itol Historical Society “We The 
People” 1985 calendars; and a number 
of original rKK>lutlons to pay gratu- 
ities to survivors of deceased Senate 
employees. 

The committee witt consider the fol- 
lowing atbiilrilstrative tiaslnem: 
Amendments to the nmas audl regula- 
tions and a contract for the Senate 
Productivity Award. 

A status report on office automation 
wil) also be itfdsented. 

For further information regarding 
this business, meeting, idease contact 
Carole Blesshigton of the Rules Ccnn- 
mlttee staff on 234-0278. 

SUBCOmCZTTBB OH BIFLaTMSltT AMD 
raO WC T IV ITT 

Mr. QUAYLE. The Subcommittee on 
Employment and Ptoductivity will 
hold hearings on the Job Training 
Partnership Act (JTPA> to examine 
. whether the long-term goals of the act 
can be achieved. At this time, the sub- 
committee is soliciting reciuests to tes- 
tify that address the following Unds 

of questions: 

Does the structure of JTPA promote 
the ultimate goal of improving train- 
ing opportunities for the disadvan- 
taged and cduxmically unen 4 >loyed 
that wiU lead to productive Jobs in tt» 
private sector? 

Do ttie administrative provisions of 
JTPA permit adeq^iate flexibility and 
stability for program operatkm or are 
they burdenscnne? 

Does JTPA provide adequate safe- 
guards to insure a reasonable account- 
ability of public funds and measurable 
returns on our tndning inve stme nt? 

The transition from CETA to JTPA 
has been a national undertaking, oo- 
curring in every State and locality in- 
volving all levels of government and 
bringing in new participants from the 
private sector. Since the enactment of 
JTPA the focus has been on the de- 
tails of meeting deadlines and sorting 
out questions regarding authority. 
Several studies documents the transi- 
tion in great detail, Numerating the 
number and type of service delivery 
areas, private industry councO mem- 
bers, and service deliveries. 

Now that the Job training plans for 
the 2-year program period have beN 
developed, the subcommittee would 
like to shift the focus of attention. 
Rather than questioning how the 
transition occurred and decisions that 


were made, the suboamNUee would 
like to look at the booacto, long-tenn 
goals of the aet and the Federal ri^ In 
promoting successful prognon oper- 
ations. 

subcommittee is NUciting tesU- 
mony that analyses the In terre latioa- 
ship of compcA^iig of JTPA and 
whetiber the struclaure eonfciilmtes to 
program success. For example, htm 
will the relatioiisiilp between the per- 
formance standards and the cost hmi- 
tathms affect program participants 
and administrative decisions? Hearings 
will focus OB whNier the require’ 
memo of JTPA ade q ua te ly rNeot Its 
luuieriyiiig. phflosopliy and pimMe a 
workable system for movement toward 
achieving the goals of the act. 

Please submit requests to testi&r 
along with a written statem^ or a 
brief summary of the issues yon wish 
to addrem to the attsutkm of Renee 
Coe «t the Labor and Bxxa m n^ 
aourees COminittee, 1^428, fSMasen 
8etiote Office Bufltfing, Washington, 
D.C. 28518. Time and locations for the 
hearlx^ win be announced fohowing a 
review of the responses rNeived. Staff 
will also visit selected sites in order to 
seek further darifieatkm of issues and 
corxsems raised. 



AUTHORiry FO R OO BdMrrTEES 
TO MEET 

COMMXTTKB OM AGfUCULtUai, MUTRITIOX, AMD 


tee OD the Judleizry be authorized to 
meet duriac the zearien of.the Senate 
on Wedneaday, April 25. in «rder to re- 
ceive testimony eontemiiic the follow- 
ing nondnationa: 

VA MSTuct jozes 

AUeemaiie H. Stotier. of Calffanil,, i 
Vja. DMriet lutee for the Cmtral ^ 
of California; Uoyd D. George, of I 
to be Tf A. Otortet Aidge for toe Dii 
NevDds. 

The PRBSroiNO OFFICER, 
out objection, it is so ordered. 

.HUMS ooeomraaoM mDiaz jSMim 

Mr. BAKBR. Mr. Prezident, I atk 
unaflcbnoas c on sent that the Select 
Committee on Indlgn Af fklrs be au- 
thorized to meet during the aessto^f 
the Senate on Wednesday, April iSTto 
bold an overnight hearbte on tbe 
todlen Child WeUeee Atet. 

The FSUMIDDiO fMVlCBR. With- 
out objeetton, it iesooidered. 

cowMRtss oz roanoz izuTtozs 

Mr. PAmeB. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the C omm it- 
teeon Foreign Relations be authorized 
to meet dortag the seeskm of the 
Senate at 3 p.m.. on Wednesday. April 
25. to hold a hearing on strategic de- 
fense and antisatemte weapons. 

The PRESIDINO: OFPICEBR. With- 
out objection, it is so ordered. 


ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 


Mr. BAKER. Mr. President, I tek 
unanimous consent t h at the Cmnmit- 
tee on Agriculture, Nutrtrion, and For- 
estry be authwized to meet during the 
session of the Senate on Wednesday. 
April 25, at 10 ajn.. to hold a hearing 
to consider programs administered by 
^e Fbod and NiAritloB amriee— food 
child niArition, and oommo^- 

ty distribution. 

The PRBSIDINa OFFICER. With- 
out objection. It is so wdered. 

Gomfirtsi OM ADiiMD mvicis 
Mr. BAKER. Mr. I^aident, I tsk 
lananJimHis eonsent timt the Commit- 
tee oil Armed Services be authorised 
to meet dmtog the session of the 
Senate on Wednesday. April 25, at 18 
a.m., to consider the nominations of 
Chapman Cox to be General Counsel 
of Defense, and James Webb to be As- 
sistant Seo-etary of Defense for Re- 
serve Affairs. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With- 
out objection. It is so wdered. 

OOMBfirm OM OOVBUndBMTAL ATTAISS 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. President. I ask 
ii«.wiiirimi« con s ent that the Commit- 
tee on Oovemmental Affairs be au- 
thorized to meet dtnring the sesslcm of 
the Senate mi Wednesdiiy. April 25, at 
10 ajn., to hold a hegrlng on the re- 
ceipt of the .nnnfti r^toit of the Postr 

master OeheraL 

The PRESIDINO OFFICER. With- 
out objeetkm. it is ■» ordered. 

cotaanm oz vaz juncMzy 

Mr. BA&ER. Ur. Prerident. I ask 
unanimous consent that the Conunlt- 


the illegality of the 

SECRET WAR AGAINST NICA- 
RAGUA 

• Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. Plresident. 
during the recent debate ever funding 
for the Reagan administration’s secret 
war against Nicaragua, many of us 
raised serions questions about the ad- 
ministration’s willingness to comply 
with U.S. and International law. 

In a recent article in the Los Angeles 
Times. Mr. David J. Scheffar. an asso- 
ciate of Harvairi Unlsecsity’s Center 
for International Affairs, presents a 
cogent critique of how the kdminlstra- 
thm has bent to Its purpoies or ig- 
nored altogether at least four legal 
strictures: 

’The administration has abandoned 
the purpose of Executive Order No. 
12333 in its public , admissions of sup- 
p«Ht for the Ctmtoik 
The afiministrettft** haa ignored 
clear congresaional intent that covert 
assistance should not be used to over- 
throw the Sandinista government; 

The administration’s support for the 
Contras violates the UJ4. Chartm, the 
Organization of American States 
Charter, and the Rio Treatr, 

FInaBy, a Fedmal district Judge last 
November found enough mmit In a 
lawsuit alleging vlolatkm of the 1794 
Neutrality Act to ordm the Attorney 
Oenerri to conduct a preliminary in- 
vestipri^ into UjS. support for the 

^ «2%iat the full text of tbls intm- 
esting z nyivaia entitled “Law la at th e 
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Breaking Point in CIA Aid to the Con- 
tras,” be printed in the Recobo. 

The analysis follows: 

[From the Los Angeles Times, Apr. 3, 1984] 

Law Is at the Bhbaking Point in CIA Aid 
TO THE Contras 
(By David J. Scheffer) 

This week Congress continues its debate 
over the Reagan Administration’s request to 
funnel $21 million via the Central Intelli* 
gence Agency to rebel forces battling Nica- 
ragua’s Sandinista government. The oper- 
ation, still officially ’'covert,” raises serious 
questions about the Administration’s will- 
ingness to comply with U.S. and interna- 
tional law. 

In its stated goal to protect ’’our strategic 
interests” against the spread of communism 
in Latin America, the Administration has so 
far bent at least four legal strictures to its 
purpose— or ignored them altogether. 

First, there is the problematical CIA man- 
date, which was overhauled in the late 1970s 
in response to agency excesses. In addition 
to intelligence-gathering functions the CIA 
is empowered to conduct “special activities 
approved by the President” (this under Ex- 
ecutive Order No. 12333, signed by President 
Reagan in 1981). These activities are to be 
“in support of national foreign-policy objec- 
tives' abroad which are planned and execut- 
ed so that the role of the U.S. government is 
not apparent or acknowledged publicly.” 
But they should not be intended to “influ- 
ence U.S. political processes, public opihion, 
policies or media.” 

In public references to the so-called con- 
tras’ activities. Administration officials have 
almost exhausted their lexicon to admit the 
unadmittable. Reagan speaks in general 
terms of “supporting” the contras, describ- 
ing them as democratic elements of the Nic- 
araguan revolution who have been shut out 
by the Sandinista government. Off the 
record. Administration officials confirm 
that the CIA is training and equipping the 
contras. Members of Congress routinely give 
reporters details about the size and type of 
the aid. 

Is there any doubt that CIA support for 
the contras is both “apparent” and with any 
reasoned interpretation of Administration 
admissions, “acknowledged publicly”? Isn’t 
it clear that the effect of the CIA oper- 
ations is to influence not only Managua, 
Havana and Moscow but also U.S. public 
opinion. Congress and, perhap, the 1984 
elections? 

The purpose of Executive Order No. 12333 
has thus been abandoned. 

Second, Congress has been clear in its 
intent that covert assistance should not be 
used to overthrow the Sandinista govern-, 
ment. Until last December; the law explicii 
ly prohibited use of funds by the CIA or thj 
Department of Defense for that purpose, 
for “provoking a military exchange betw( 
Nicaragua and Honduras.” 

Last year the Senate Select Committee 
Intelligence labored for 'months to restril 
the CIA operations to interdicting the flow 
of arms from Nicaragua to guerrillas in El 
Salvador. The Administration asserted that 
it would not try to overthrow the Sandinista 
government, with which it still maintains 
diplomatic relations. With that understand- 
ing, Congress scrapped the legal restrictions 
on the purposes for which the covert aid 
could be used. To meet its oversight role. 
Congress then imposed a limit— $24 mil- 
lion— on 1984 expenditures for “military or 
paramilitary operations In Nicaragua.” 

Congress was misled; at a minimum it 
should restore explicit prohlbitioiui on use 
of aid to overthrow the Nicaraguan govern- 
ment. 



The contras* recent attach on major oil 
and industrial facilities and their miidng of 
Nicaraguan ports arouses deep suspicions 
about the actual use of CIA assistance. On 
Monday an anonymous “well-plaged U.S. of- 
ficial” was quoted in this newspaper as pre- 
dicting that an entire Nicaraguan army 
unit— 3,000 menr-would soon join the 
confra forces. To employ a favorite Reagan 
buzzword, how does the United States 
“verify” what the contras are doing? Are 
they using CIA training and supplies— and 
risking their lives— exclusively to stop the 
arms flow to £1 Salvador, rather than to 
further their expressed objective of toppling 
the Sandinista government? 

Perhaps it doesn’t matter. Regardless of 
the contras’ true intentions and perform- 
ance, Washington can continue to insist 
that whoever they do they are thwarting 
Nicaragua’s ability to aid the Salvadoran in- 
surgents. 

Even if that somehow could be proved, 
U.S. participation in Nicaragua’s guerrilla 
war and the U.S.-Honduran army maneu- 
vers have undoubtedly heightened the pos- 
sibility of a military exchange between Nica- 
ragua and Honduras, where the anti-Sandi- 
nista rebels find sanctuary (and,^^esum- 
ably, their CIA advisers). 

Third, the 1794 Neutrality Act makes it a 
criminal offense to furnish money or pre- 
pare for a military enterprise against a 
country at peace with the United States. 
Last November a federal district Judge in 
San Francisco found enough merit in a law- 
suit alleging violation of the Neutrality Act 
to order the attorney general to conduct a 
preliminary investigation into U.S. support 
for the anti-Sandinlsta rebels. The Justice 
Department has not commenced that inves- 
tigation because the Judge’s ruling is still on 
appeal. 

Finally, CIA support for the contras chal- 
lenges international law. The charters of 
the United Nations and the Organization of 
American States, the Rio Treaty and vari- 
ous U.N. resolutions and declarations make 
a strong case for prohibiting UJ3. military 
support to guerrila groups seeking to over- 
throw the legitimate recognized government 
of a sovereign state. 

Of course, Nicaragua also violates interna- 
tional law when it lends military assistance 
to guerrillas in El Salvador. But the CIA’s 
“covert” operations are doubly unjustifi- 
able, both in terms of international law and 
in the spirit of executive and legislative 
oversight of covert activities. 

On both sides of the debate over aid to 
the confros, senators and members of the 
House typically argue whether such aid is in 
the national interest of the United States. 
They either ignore the legalities or attach 
them as addenda to their main arguments. 
Perhaps this year enough members of our 
legislature will agree that it is in the high- 
est national interest to observe the rule of 
law .0 


SIT OP ARGENTINE FOREIGN 
MINISTER DANTE CAPOTO 
• Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, 2 
weeks ago I had the honor to meet 
with the new Foreign Minister of Ar- 
gentina, Mr. Dante Caputo, a thought- 
ful and vigorous advocate of the new 
democratic government’s policies; 
During this first official visit to Wash* 
ington, Mr. Caputo delivered an in- 
sightful speech to the Natkmal Press 
Club. He discussed basic pr^alems in 
Latin Ajnerican relations adUi the 
United States stemming from differ- 
ent emphases on security. 


Ccmiparhig the development of post- 
war United States-European relations 
with United States-Latin American re- 
lations, Mr. Caputo made an extraor- 
dinary point--that our security con- 
cerns in Latin America did not have 
the same link with freedom and pros- 
^perlty that had been established in 
Europe. 

What meaning can there be in defending 
the freedom you do not enjoy or protecting 
a prosperity you do not have? Bgr. Caputo 
asked. Hence, every time the United States 
tried to preserve its security interest by de- 
veloping ties with the dominant minorities 
in Latin America, the result has been con- 
flict and controversy. 

Mr. Caputo expressed his concern 
that United States and Latin Ameri- 
can points of view might drift apart to 
the point of closing off candid dialog. 
But he also offered the hope that once 
democracy earns the predominant po- 
sition in Latin American politics, the 
United States concern for its security 
will no longer be seen as an “attempt 
to exercise hegemony’* because democ- 
racy will be more than “empty rheto- 
ric.** 

For all my colleagues who share 
these concerns and hopek, I strongly 
commend Mr. Caputo’s speech. I 
submit the full text of his speech for 
the Record. 

The text follows: ^ 

Speech Dsuvered by the ForrignMinister 

OF Argentina, Dante Caputo, at the Na- 
tional Fress Club 

Ladies and Oentlemen: XmA year the Ar- 
gentine people in a free eMUglifHA an end 
to half a century of prtltlflig Brneifaiion and 
tragedy which has had, wteus 

economic and social eoiiieqwtnaia^ lW illiat 
election Raul AHonsia JobtaiBedNnafd dhan 
half the votes and received w elaar mandate 
to rebuild the economy and to lert ors de- 
mocracy, protect free^)m, guarantee plural- 
ism, human rights, and the due process ot 
law. . 

To understand the magnitude the chal- 
lenge faced by my govmiment it is perhaps 
useful to recall briefly, the evolution of our 
country in the last 50 years. 

In 1930 Argentina had onClof 
income per ciqiita in the woii^, 

Though our land was rich, anl'tlld mi^ure 
of our people and our society that 

It promised a future of peace* traqwity. 
freedom, and justice, that future never 
came about. 

In the last fifty years we have not pros- 
pered, but rather we have lived from crisis 
to crisis. A fact which resulted in poverty 
and even hunger for many Argentines. In- 
stead of freedom, we were frequently sub- 
jected to authoritarian rule. Instead of 
peace and justice, we suffered violence, in- 
tolerance, and inequalities 

Today my government is committed to 
change these oonditimis by turning the 
democratic faith of our people into a living 
reality. 

We do not doubt that these democratic 
goals are also shared by the pecdde of the 
United States. Yet, despite this eCfncidettoe 
in values, there have been— and still are— 
moblems between our two bounces. I am 
speaking about the kind of dlf Acuities that 
are systmatically presoit in the relations 
between the United States and the majority 
of the Latin American < 
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